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(e) innkeeper's lien
The Innkeeper.—An innkeeper, by the custom of the
realm concerning his ancient trade, has a lien upon the
goods which the traveller brings to the inn («), and that
lien can be enforced not only against the person who
brought the goods to the inn, but against the real owner
of them (v)>
What is an Inn.—As to the establishments which
come within the interpretation of the word " inn," it is a
question of fact depending on the particular circumstances
in each case. A person may reside permanently at an
inn and then the relationship of traveller and innkeeper
could scarcely be said to exist; on the other hand, a
traveller may put up at a large hotel where many people
permanently reside, and yet the relationship between
him and the proprietors would be that of traveller and
innkeeper (w). A boarding or lodging house is not an
inn (#).
Extent of the Innkeeper's Right.—An innkeeper's
lien extends to the goods which he, as an innkeeper,
receives as belonging to the guest, whether arriving with
or after the guest (y). Where the goods are furnished
for temporary use of the guest by a third person and are
known by the' innkeeper to belong to that person, then
(it) Mulliner v. Florence (1878), 3 Q.B.D. 484 ;  29 Digest 19, 246.
(v) Robins 6- Co. v. Gray, [1895] 2 Q.B. 501 ; 29 Digest 19, 240;
Gordon v. Silber (1890), 25 Q.B.D. 491, per Lopes, L.J., at p. 492 ;
29 Digest 20, 259.
(w) Lamond v. Richard, [1897] 1 Q.B. 541 ; 29 Digest 6, 58. See
Cunningham v. Philp (1896), 12 T.L.R. 352 ; 29 Digest 3, P, where it
was found as a fact that a person who kept a temperance hotel was
an innkeeper ; and see Ckesham Automobile Supplv, Limited v. Beresford
Hotel, etc. (1913), 29 T.L.R. 584 ; 29 Digest 21/250.
(x) Thompson v. Lacy (1820), 3 B. & Aid. 283, at p. 287 ; 29 Digest
2, 3; Dansey v. Richardson (1854), 3 Ell £ Bl. 144 ; 29 Digest 3, 77;
see also Scarborough v. Cosgrove, [1905] 2 K.B. 805 ; 29 Digest 12, 154*
(y) Robins 6» Co. v. Gray, [1895] 2 Q.B. 501 ;  29 Digest 19, 24Q,

